REMARKS 



Claim 1 has been cancelled without prejudice to filing in a later application. 
Claims 2, 4, 6, 7, and 9 have been amended. Upon entry of the above 
amendments and following remarks, claims 2-9 will be pending in the present 
application. 

Allowable Claims 4-6 and 9 

The Examiner has stated that claims 4-6 and 9 "would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims". Applicant has amended allowable claims 4, 6, and 9 to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim 5 depends directly on allowable claim 4 and is patentable for at 
least the reasons allowable claim 4 is allowable. 

Claims 2 and 3 

Applicant has amended claim 2 to depend directly on allowable claim 4. 
Claim 3 depends indirectly on allowable claim 4. As such, claims 2 and 3 should 
be allowable for at least the reasons claim 4 is allowable. 

Claim 8 

Applicant has amended claim 8 to depend directly on allowable claim 4. 
As such, claim 8 should be allowable for at least the reasons claim 4 is allowable. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) 

Claims 1 and 7 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by United States Patent No. 1 ,683,990 to Schick. 

Claim 1 has been cancelled without prejudice to filing in a later application. 
As such, the rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) has been obviated. 

Claim 7 has been amended to depend directly on allowable claim 4. As 
such, claim 7 is not subject to a proper rejection under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b). 
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Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 2, 3, and 8 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as 
unpatentable over Schick, and claim 8 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 
as unpatentable over Schick in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,449,167 to Cohen. 

Claims 2 and 3 respectively depend directly and indirectly on allowable 
claim 4. As such, claims 2 and 3 are not subject to a proper rejection under 35 
U.S.C. §103. 

Claim 8 respectively depends indirectly on allowable claim 4. As such, 
claim 8 is not subject to a proper rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103. 

In summary, the Applicant has addressed each of the rejections within the 
present Office Action. It is believed the application now stands in condition for 
allowance and prompt favorable action thereon is earnestly solicited. 
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Respectfully Submitted, 
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